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DearMr. Kelly 

Responseto U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service(Service)Commentson

Draft Environmental Assessmentfor the ProposedClipper Windpower, Inc.

Low Wind SpeedTurbine DemonstrationProject,

Carbon County, Wyoming. DOE/EA-1516


Pursuantto your commentletterto Mr. SteveBlazekdatedJanuary6, 2005,pleaseaccept 
this letterasthe Departmentof Energy's(DOE's)responseto yourcommentsconcerning 
theabovereferencedDraft EnvironmentalAssessment(DEA). Ourresponsesare 
presentedin the sameorderasyourcomments. 

USFWS Comment1. 

GeneralComment: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) understandsthe

needto detennine the economic and technical feasibility of the Clipper wind turbine

design in order to explore possible opportunities for reducing costs over the current

wind turbine configurations. However, we strongly encouragethe Department of

Energy (DOE) to incorporate measuresto avoid and/or minimize effects to wildlife

and their habitats. Theseefforts should be an integral part of project planning. To

assist in project planning the Service has issued Interim Guidance on Avoiding and

Minimizing Impacts to Wildlife from Wind Turbines (Guidance). The Guidance

document can be found at the following website

http://www .fws.~ov/r9dhcbfa/wind/pdf.


DOE ResDonseto Comment1. 

DOEis veryconcernedaboutminimizingpotentialenvironmentalimpactsof the 
proposedClipperLow Wind SpeedDemonstrationprojectandtakesits regulatory 
responsibilitiesseriously. ClipperWindpowerlnc. (Clipper)hasusedthe Service 
Guidancedocumentin theplanningphaseof this projectandthe preparationof theDEA. 
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As a result, severalpotential sites for the proposed project were evaluated by Clipper and 
eliminated from detailed analysis in the DEA becausethey ran contrary to many of the 
siting recommendationspresentedin the Service Guidanceand would have resulted in 
more potential environmental impacts than the proposedproject. Clipper determined the 
bestavailable site by identifying potential project areasthat conform to as many of the 
siting recommendationspresentedin the Service Guidance documentaspossible, while 
still meeting other technical, economic, and administrative restrictions. 

In particular, DOE wants to draw special attention to Site Development 
Recommendations 1-10 presentedin the Service Guidancedocument. Specifically, 
Clipper has avoided placementof the wind turbine in documentedlocations of any 
speciesprotected under the federal EndangeredSpeciesAct as outlined in 
Recommendation#1 (see Sections 3.2.4 and4.4.1 of the DEA). In addition, there are no 
known raptor nests within 1.0 mi of the proposed project site and only 5 nests/eyries 
within 2 mi of the proposed project site. Clipper has also avoided placement of the wind 
turbine in known local migratory pathways, known daily movement flyways (e.g. 
betweenroosting and feeding areas),or in areaswhere birds typically concentrate, such 
as wetlands (Recommendation#2). Clipper has also avoided placementof the wind 
turbine in known bat hibernation, breeding, maternity/nursery colonies, migration 
corridors, flight paths betweencolonies, or feeding areas(Recommendation#3). In 
addition, as stated in the DEA, the proposedwind turbine site avoids areasor features 
known to attract raptors suchas cliff/rim edges,buttes, mountains, or prairie dog colonies 
(Recommendation#4). To further delineatewildlife useof the proposed site and any 
impacts associatedwith the proposedturbine, the applicant-committed measuresinclude 
surveying of avian (raptor and passerine)use of the site along with mortality surveys 
associatedwith the turbine and meteorological tower. Pleasenote that Clipper would be 
contractually bound to all committed to measuresas a condition of Federal funding. 

The Service Guidance documentalso recommendsthat wind turbines: be grouped 
together rather than spreadingthem widely (Recommendation#5); avoid fragmenting 
large contiguous tracts of land (Recommendation#6); and minimize roads, fences,and 
other infrastructures (Recommendation#8). As noted in the DEA, the proposed wind 
turbine site meets all of thesecriteria. The proposedwind turbine site would be grouped 
with the immediately adjacent (within 800 it) existing Medicine Bow WindFarm and as a 
result, Clipper would be able to utilize the existing infrastructure (e.g., roads, powerlines, 
etc) from the Medicine Bow Wind Farm. In addition, the project would result in less than 
10 acresof total new disturbance(including 8.45 acresof temporary disturbance and 1.25 
acresof life-of -project disturbance). As recommendedin the Service Guidance document 
(Recommendation#5), the proposedproject would also implement appropriate storm 
water pollution prevention measuresthat do not createattractions for birds and maintain 
contiguous habitat for area-sensitivespecies. The Service Guidance document also 
recommendsthe developmentof a habitat restoration plan that avoids or minimizes 
negative impacts on vulnerable wildlife while maintaining and enhancing wildlife habitat 
values for other species(Recommendation#9). The proposed restoration plan included 
in the DEA would reclaim and revegetatethe site to pre-disturbanceconditions thereby 
meeting this objective. 



Clipper has met the majority of the site developmentrecommendationsdiscussedin the 
Service Guidance documentand hasminimized potential impacts wherever practical. 
Unfortunately, Clipper was unableto site the proposedwind turbine more than 5 mi from 
known greatersage-grouseleks (Recommendation#7). As illustrated in the DEA, there 
are four known greatersage-grouseleks within 5 mi of the proposedwind turbine site. 
The two closestleks are located 0.5 and 0.7 mi southof the proposedwind turbine site. 
Based on Wyoming Game and Fish Departmentmonitoring, theseleks have had no 
attendancefrom 1999 through 2004. It is possible that theseleks may have been 
impacted by natural degradationof the local sagebrushhabitat or the existing Medicine 
Bow Wind Project and may have beenabandoned. Construction of the proposedwind 
turbine would also be completed prior the breeding seasonand construction activities 
should not interfere or disturb any greatersage-grousethat may utilize the leks during the 
breeding season. The Wyoming Game and Fish Department (WGFD) will continue to 
monitor these leks for attendanceto determine their future status. This information is 
presentedin the DEA. Clipper has attemptedto locate the proposedwind turbine as far 
away as possible from greatersage-grouseleks, and as stated in the DEA, the proposed 
wind turbine is expectedto have minimal additional impacts on greatersage-grouse. 

In Summary,DOEhasreviewedClipper'suseof the SiteDevelopment 
Recommendationspresentedin the ServiceGuidancedocument.DOEhasdetermined 
that Clipperhasmadea good-faitheffortto meetthevoluntaryrecommendationsandhas 
proposeda site for the demonstrationwind turbinethatminimizesdisturbanceand 
potentialimpactsto all wildlife species. 

USFWS Comment2. 

Pageii. Executive Summary: The DEA statesthat the wind energy company will 
monitor impacts to bats and avian speciesby conducting mortality surveys during the 
first 12 months of operation of the Clipper wind turbine. Determining post-
construction surveyand monitoring needsshould be basedon the results ofpre­
construction baselinesurveys. Monitoring efforts maybe cursory in areas where 
recorded pre-construction use by batsand/or avian speciesis low. However, it may 
be necessaryto conduct intensive monitoring in areas ofdocumentedhigh use. For 
this reason the Service recommendsthat the companycollect pre-disturbance 
baseline wildlife information to evaluate the sitefor its importance to bats and avian 
species.Surveysshould be conducted by a qualified biologist during the appropriate 
time ofyear to observeactivities related to courtship, nesting, rearing ofyoung, 
foraging, and migrating. 

DOE ResDonseto Comment2. 

DOE agreeswith the Service that pre-construction monitoring may be warranted in areas 
that receive high use by bats and/or avian species. In the samelight, DOE also agrees 
that pre-construction monitoring is likely not warranted in areasthat receive low use by 
bats and/or avian species. Based on analysis conducted by TRC-Mariah, it is DOE's 



opinion that the bat and/or avian speciesuseof the project areais low. This position is 
basedon the fact that the project areahas beenutilized for wind energyprojects for more 
than 20 years, relevant bat and avian information has beencollected from other projects 
conducted in the general areaincluding the Foote Creekand SimpsonRidge Wind Farm 
projects, and the Carbon Basin Coal Mine project, and the lack of known important 
habitats suchas nesting and breeding areas,migration routes, sensitive habitats 
(wetlands) for bats and/or avian specieswithin or near the project area. Mr. David 
Young, Jr. with WesternEcoSystemsTechnology, Inc. (WEST) (of Cheyenne, 
Wyoming) and project biologist for bat and avian studies that were conducted at the 
Foote Creek Rim Windpower Project, agreesthat pre-construction monitoring would not 
be very useful given the very small project area,the specific habitats near the project 
area,and the existenceof the Medicine Bow Wind Farm Project (personal 
communication between Scott Kamber, TRC-Mariah and David Young, WEST, January 
7, 2005). 

Mr. Young also noted that the result of pre-construction monitoring conducted at the 
Foote Creek Rim Windpower Project did not correlate with the results from post-
construction bat and avian speciesmortality surveys conducted for the samearea 
(personal communication, Kamber/Young January7, 2005). For example, as noted in 
Young et al. (2003) golden eagleuseof the Foote Creek Rim wind farm represented40% 
of all documented raptor use of the study area. Utilizing the pre-construction use survey 
method to predict impacts and mortalities, it would have beenlogical to predict that 
golden eagleswould representapproximately 40% of the mortalities. However, no 
golden eagle mortalities were recordedduring the 3.5-year study period. Like wise, 
American kestrels accounted for only 5% of the total raptor use of the study area, but 
they accounted for 60% of the raptor mortalities. It may be useful for the Service to 
review this researchthat was conducted within 10 mi of the proposed project area. 
Copies of Young et al. (2003) can be obtained at http://www.west­

inc.com/wind_reQorts.QhQ. 

As result of this apparentlow useof the project areaby bats and/or avian species,it is 
DOE's professional opinion that pre-construction bat and avian use surveys of the project 
areaare not necessaryor warranted for this project. However, despitethe low use of the 
project area by bats and/or avian species,DOE would require, Clipper to conduct post-
construction mortality surveys for bats and avian speciesduring the first 12 months of 
operation. DOE contends that the post-constructionmonitoring is justified and important 
to document actual impacts to bat and/or avian speciesdue to the operation of the larger 
Clipper wind turbine. DOE would also require Clipper to conduct raptor and passerine 
bird use surveys at the project site during the first 12-monthperiod of operation using 
methods and protocols presentgo in Thorias et al. (1997) and used at the nearby Foote 
Creek Rim Windpower Project. All surveyswould be conducted by qualified Biologists. 
Detailed survey methods would be included in a surveyprotocol documentto be prepared 
for the project and submitted to DOE, USFWS for review and comment. 



USFWS Comment3. 

Pageiii. Executive SummMY: The DEA statesthat the proposed Clipper wind turbine 
site is irnrnediately adjacentto the existing Platte River Power Authority-Medicine 
Bow Wind Farm (PRPA). It also statethat the proposed Clipper wind turbine would 
likely result in the mortality of 6.7 bats per year, 0.15 raptors per year, and 15.4 
passerinebirds per year. TheService recommendsthat the DEA include detailed 
information regarding the methodsin which thesenumberswere obtained. 
Additionally, we recommendan in-depth discussion ofthe mortality that may be 
expectedfrom a fully developedwind farm with this specific type ofturbine. 

DOE Responseto Comment3. 

Detailedinfomlationregardingthe methodsusedto estimatebatandavianmortalityis 
currentlyincludedin Section4.8.1of theDEA. Additionaldetailis providedin the 
Erratadocument,whichis a componentof theFinal EA. 

In addition, the ProposedAction is only for the construction and operation of the single 
Clipper demonstrationwind turbine and as statedin the DEA, there are no reasonably 
foreseeableplans to place more wind turbines at this site. If additional federally-funded 
turbines were to be located at this site, additional environmental analysis would likely be 
conducted. Therefore, this portion of the Service comment is outside the scopeof this 
NEPA analysis. 

USFWS Comment 4 

Page 12.2.1.2 Construction and Installation Phase.paragraph4. The DEA statesthat 
the proposed lattice-type meteorological tower will be 240 feet tall and will be 
supported by three setsof guy wires. The Service strongly recommendsthat tower, 
including communication and meteorological towers not exceed199feet and use 
construction techniquesthat do not require guy wires. Pleaserefer to the Guidance 
document as indicated above and seeattachment: Interim Guidelinesfor 
Recommendationson Communications Tower siting, Construction, Operation, and 

Decommissioning. 

DOE Response to Comment 4 

As statedabove, Clipper has utilized and incorporated the recommendationsstated in the 
Service Guidance document into the planning phaseof this project, wherever possible. 
DOE and Clipper recognize that tall, guy-wired meteorological towers can result in 
numerous bat and avian mortalities. However, as stated in the DEA, one of the primary 
purposesof the proposed researchproject is international certification of the 
demonstrationwind turbine. These certification standardsspecify the location and height 
requirements of meteorological towers relative to turbines being certified. 
Meteorological data is neededto correlate wind velocities seenby the turbine with the 
power output generated. This correlation is required to predict the rated power output of 



the turbine. According to the international standards,meteorological tower height must 
be within 2% of hub height of the turbine (the hub height will be 75 meters, or 246 feet), 
and a maximum of 2 to 4 rotor diameters from the turbine, with the acceptedpractice 
being 2.5 rotor diameters away from the turbine (about 760 feet in this case). DOE has 
discussedwith Clipper the potential use of the existing meteorological towers associated 
with the Medicine Bow Wind Project and it has determined that thesetowers are too far 
away from the proposedturbine site and not taIl enoughto be utilized for the proposed 
researchproject. While utilization of an existing meteorological tower would result in 
significant cost savings, it would not meetthe technical datastandardsthat are required 
for this project. In addition, the tower must be 240 ft taIl, and a guyed-lattice tower is the 
only practical and reasonablemethod that can be usedto erecta tower of that height. 

USFWS Comment5 

Page15.Daragraph phasewould2: The DEA statesthatthe construction/installation 
startin December2004. Pleaseseeour commentaboveregardingtheimportanceof 
pre-constructionbaselinesurveys. 

DOE Responseto Comment5. 

Pleaserefer to DOE Responseto Comment 2. 

USFWS Comment6 

Page21. Paragraph3. The DEA statesthatpost-constructionsurveyswould consist 
of methodssimilarto thoseusedby the SeaWestFooteCreekRim Wind Plant. These 
methodsincludewalkingtransectseverytwo weekswith 250-ft of the towerlooking 
for casualties.TheServiceis concernedthat mortalitysurveys,conductedat two 
weekintervals,maynot capturetheextentoftheactualmortalitiesdueto carcasses 
beingscavengedor desiccationofcarcassesoccurringso that observationbecome 
difficult or impossible.Additionally,thedescriptionoftheproposedClipper wind 
turbinestatesthat therotor andbladediameteris 305feet andhasalmostfive times 
thewind-sweptareaasthesmallwind turbinesat thecomparativewindfarm. 
Therefore,we arealso concernedthatsurveyswithin 250it ofthetower maynot 
encompassall areas ofpotentialstrikes. 

DOE ResDonseto Comment6. 

Based on the review of the Clipper wind turbine and recommendationby Mr. David 
Young, Jr. (with WEST of Cheyenne,Wyoming), DOE has increasedthe mortality 
searchdistance from 250 ft to 325 ft. This changeis expectedto be adequateto capture 
the mortalities associatedwith the larger wind turbine design. 

Based on the recommendationof Mr. Young, the frequency of surveys will be changed 
from once every two weeks to a time period basedon the results of on-site seasonal 
carcassremoval trials that will be conducted at the project site (personal communication 
between Scott Kamber, TRC-Mariah, and David Young, West, January7, 2005). The 



objective of the carcassremoval trials is to estimatethe length of time avian and bat 
carcassesremain in the searchareasprior to being removed. Carcassremoval eliminates 
the possibility of detection during mortality surveys and includes removal by predators, 
scavengers,or other means; it is directly related to level of use of the project area by local 
scavengers. The carcassremoval trials would be conductedutilizing protocol presented 
in the Final Report: Avian and Bat Mortality Associated with the Initial Phase of the 
Foote Creek Rim Windpower Project, Carbon County, Wyoming(Young et al. 2003). 
This document can be found at http://www.west-inc.com/wind_re}2orts.}2h}2.The trials 
would be conducted at the beginning of eachof the following seasons:spring migration 
(February 15 -April 15), summerbreeding season(April 16 -August 31), fall migration 
(September1 -October 31), and winter (November 1 -February 14) and would be used 
to statistically determine the amount of time betweeneachsurvey. The carcassremoval 
trials will document scavengeruse of the immediate project areaand will be usedto 
determine the frequency of mortality surveys. Therefore, the 325-ft survey distance for 
the mortality surveys are included in the Errata Document for the DEA. In addition, a 
commitment to conduct carcassremoval trials will replacethe two-week survey period 
and is reflected in the Errata Document for the DEA. 

USFWS Comment7 

Page43. 3.2.8.3 Raptors: The DEA statesthat there are five raptor nests with 2.0 
miles of the Project area. However, no monitoring has occurred at these sites to 
determine historic activity or current status. TheService recommendsthat a current 
raptor surveybe conductedwithin 1.0 mile oftheproject area to determine raptor 
usesuch as nesting,foraging, and migration corridors. This baseline information 
should be used in project planning. 

DOE ResDonseto Comment7. 

Clipper Windpower has agreedto conduct surveys of current use of the immediate 
project area by raptors and passerinebirds along with the mortality surveys mentioned in 
the DEA. The current site use surveyswill be basedon surveymethods and protocols 
used at the nearby Foote Creek Rim Windpower Project. The Errata to the DEA includes 
a commitment to these current site use surveys. 

USFWS Comment8 

Page43. UnlandGameBirds. oaraflIaoh2: the DEA statesthattwo greatersage­
grouseleks occurwithin 2 milesof the projectarea. However,monitoringof these 
lekshasbeensporadicsince1980. Therefore,the WGFDis collectingadditionaldata 
beforedeclaringtheseleksareno longeractive. TheServicerecommendsthat until 
suchtimesasthe WGHFDdeclaretheseleksnot active,theseleksandadjacent 
nestinghabitat bemanagedfollowing theguidelinesby Connellyetal. 2000(also 
knownastheWAFWAguidelines). 



---

DOE ResDonseto Comment8 

DOEhasincorporatedthe greatersage-grouseguidelinespresentedin Connellyetal. 
2000,asmuchaspractical,in the DEA. Pleasereferto the discussionon greatersage­
grousepresentedin the DOEResponseto Comment1. 

USFWS Comment9 

Page45.3.2.8.5: The DEA statesthat several speciesof migratory birds may 
potentially usethe project area. However, the DEA does not mention whether 
construction will occur outside of the nesting season. TheService is concerned that 
construction activities, occurring during the nestingseason, mayresult in direct take 
ofactive nestsand/or young. To avoid such take we recommendthat construction 
and related activities be conductedoutside ofthe nestingseason. 

DOE Responseto Comment9 

In Section 2.1.2 of the DEA, it statesthat construction would require approximately 2 
months to complete and would start in December2004. Construction is now scheduled 
to begin in January, and is anticipated to be complete by the end of March 2005. It is 
therefore clear (as stated in the DEA) that construction activities would not occur during 
the nesting seasonfor migratory birds in the project area. 

USFWS Comment 10 

Page63. 4.8.1.2. OtherMammals: The DEA indicates that approximately 1.34bats 
per wind turbine were killed at SeaWest'sFoote Creek Wind Farm located 
approximately 9 miles southof the proposed project area. It also statesthat wind 
turbines at the SeaWest farm are much smallerthan the proposed Clipper wind 
turbine. The Clipper has a wind-swept area that is almost five times larger than the 
SeaWest turbines. The DEA goes on to state that no bat or avian mortality studies 
have beenconducted at the Platte River Power Authority-Medicine Bow Wind Farm 
located immediately adjacentto the proposed Clipper wind turbine site. In order to 
determine potential bat mortalities the DEA makesa comparison betweenthe 
SeaWestwind turbine and the proposed Clipper wind turbine (10 miles apart). The 
DEA assumesthat all factors were constantbetweenthe two project areasexceptthe 
wind swept area betweenthe two types of turbines. This resulted in a potential of 6.7 
bat mortalities per year for the Clipper wind turbine as comparedto the 1.34bats per 
turbine for the SeaWestturbines. The DEA statesthat this is a worst casescenario 
based on limited nesting or roosting habitat located with the project areacompared to 

the Foote Creek Rim area. Finally, the DEA statesthat mortality surveys (post-
construction) would documentimpacts to bat species. Pleaserefer to our previous 
commentsregarding the importance ofbaseline surveysto determine use of the 
project area by bats and avian species. Use oftheproject area may also include 



migration corridors. TheServicefeels strongly that you include migration surveys in 
your baselinestudies. Additionally, data on wildlife useand mortality collected at 
one wind energyfacility maynot necessarilybe applicable to other sites, as each site 
possessesdiscrete site specific information and as a result mayhave different effects 
on wildlife. Since wind energyis rapidly expandinginto habitats and regions that 
have not beenwell studied we strongly encouragea precautionary approach to site 
selection that includes an in-depth study ofthe specific area as well as review of 

existingpertinent information. 

DOE Responseto Comment10 

PleaseseeDOE Responseto Comment 2 presentedabove for a discussionof the 
relevanceof data from the Foote Creek Rim project, and DOE Responseto Comment 7 
for infonnation regarding the current site use surveyplanned by Clipper. 

USFWS Comment11-1 

The DEA statesthat no raptor nestsare located within I-mile of the project area. 
However, it also statesthat there are 5 nests/eyrieswithin 2.0 miles of the sites for 
which no historic occupancy datais available. Please review to our above comment 
regarding the importance ofa current raptor survey. 

DOE ResDonseto Comment11-1. 

Pleasereferto DOEResponseto Comment7. 

USFWS Comment 11-2 

The DEA statesit is unlikely that nesting raptors or raptor populations would be 
impacted by the proposed action, that individual birds could be killed as a result of 
flying into the rotating turbine blades. Raptors and other migratory birds can also be 
killed when theyfly into guy wires. Therefore, we encourageyou to consider the 
erecting a meteorological tower that is not guywired. Wealso remind you that under 
the MBTA, take isprohibited. 

DOE Responseto Comment11-2. 

Pleasereferto DOEResponseto Comment4. 

USFWS Comment 11-3 

The DEA statesthat the SeaWestwind farm located 9 miles away had few raptor 
mortalities despitethe high use of the area by raptors. Pleaserefer to our previous 
comment regarding the use ofwildlife datafrom existingwind farms to predict 
wildlife impactsfor the Clipper wind turbine especiallysince the SeaWestturbines 
have a muchsmaller blade swept area than the Clipper turbine. Information from 



other sourcesshouldsupplementthebaselineinformationcollectedfor theClipper 
turbine,not replacethatinformation. 

DOE Response to Comment 11-3 

Pleaserefer to DOE Responsesto Comments2 and 7. 

USFWS Comment 12 

Page68. 4.8.1.4.URlandGameBirds: The DEA statesthatthe actionwould resultin 
the lossof lessthan 1Q-acresof nativevegetationandis unlikelyto haveanadverse 
effecton greatersage-grouse,althoughsomebirds maybekilled by vehiclesandthe 
presenceof the turbinemayadverselyaffectnestingactivitieswithin andnearthe 
site. The DEA goesonto discussmeasuresto minimizeeffectsto sage-grouse.The 
Serviceremindsyou that,despiteour recommendationtofind thegreatersage-grouse 
unwarrantedfor listingat this time,wecontinueto haveconcernsregardingsage­
grousepopulationstatus,trendsandthreats,aswall asconcernsfor other sagebrush 
obligates. Westronglyrecommendthat habitatsbe managedfollowing theguidelines 
by Connellyetal. 200(alsoknownastheWAFWA guidelines). 

DOE R~SDonseto Comment 12 

DOE encouragesresponsible development,and Clipper's plan for construction and 
operation of the demonstrationturbine includes measuresto minimize surface 
disturbance, minimize and avoid impacts to wildlife species,and adhereto applicable 
managementguidelines suchasthose presentedin Connelly et al. (2000). Pleaserefer to 
DOE Responseto Comment 1 for a discussionof the sagegrouseissue. 

USFWS Comment13 

Page70. 4.8.1.5 OtherBirds: The DEA cites datafrom the SeaWest wind farm 
regarding migratory bird mortalities and usesthis datato predict bird mortality at the 
proposed clipper wind turbine. The Service is concernedthat data from a site 9 or 10 
miles away is used exclusively to predict avian mortalities at the proposed Clipper 
wind turbine. Webelieve that information from other wind farms may serve to 
supplementdata collectedfrom theproposed site, but not replace it, as migratory 
bird use maydiffer ~eatly from site to site. Werecommendthat you determine 
seasonal use in the area by migratory birds, including raptors. This may include 
nesting, roosting, foraging, and mi~ating. 

DOE ResDonseto Comment13 

Pleaserefer to DOE Responsesto Comments 2 and 7 for a discussionof this issue. 



USFWS Comment 14 

Page77. 4.10. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources. The DEA 
statesan irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resourceswould include the 
loss of productivity (i.e., forage and wildlife habitat) from lands involved in the 
project. ..and loss of animals due to mortality. TheService believesthat, through the 
useand implementation ofthe Guidance documentas discussedabove and the 
collection ofscience-baseddatafor this proposed project, that Clipper wind turbine 
project can moveforward with little or no adverseeffectsto wildlife and their 
habitats. 

DOE Responseto Comment 14 

DOE appreciatesUSFWS's review of the proposal Clipper Windpower, Inc., Low Wind 
SpeedTurbine Demonstration Project Environmental A~sessment. If you have further 
questionsregarding DOE's responseto your comments,pleasecontact Steve Blazek at 
303-275-4723. Mr. Blazek will contact you in the near future to coordinate review and 
comment of the Survey Protocol documents. 

Sincerely, 

JohnH. Kersten 
Manager 

Enclosure 


